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Study on the genetic toxicology of Danfeng peony
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ABSTRACT: objective To understand the genotoxicity of Danfeng peony flower by 3 mutagenic experiments and

evaluate its safety. Methods Micronucleus test of bone marrow cells: The number of micronucleated PCEs was
counted by two times of oral gavage mice. Ames test: The test strains of Salmonella typhimurium, four strains of
acid-deficient type were used for the test, and the number of colonies of each dish was counted. Mouse sperm
abnormality test: Mice were intragastrically administered daily for 5 consecutive days, and the number of abnormal
sperm was counted 30 days after the last gavage. Results The results of micronucleus test of bone marrow cells,
Ames test and mouse sperm abnormality test in mice were all negative. Conclusion Danfeng peony flower has no
genetic toxicity, and has high safety.
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21 #E KFISNEE

FERE L FIAE: B SRR, 9% BHAR AR
HARARTHEA)-

SLEEIY: R 25~30 g /MR, SR SPF . R
Yiirlg: LT REAYBEARARAFR, L8P A 1]
UES: SCXK(L)2010-0001; JG 18 e 5l Al BURE, IR 45 A b
o RAERT: AT ERRAE YR R ARG RAF], 77
AIE5 :SCXK(52)2009-0008 .

Ames IR TR R ZBRBER 4 £k, TA97 . TA98 . TA100.,
TAL102(ME/RIEBE R R AL T A Bt e AAsff

FIEA: SRR RGBS, BRI A B
1 200~280 Ix; HAMEIA A T RRBHI A 12 h, B 12 b
R E R R (Q2+1.5) °C; & N Y IR EE T AR
50%+10%; [FIR, WA JEPEAN T 60 D01, SC50 3P {H
YFAMHES: SYXK(1L)2011-0005,

Leica DMRXA2 8 F 849 B (T Leica A H]);
Sartorius CP4202S-OCE %! | Sartorius CP2202S-OCE %I+
KF(JEE 0.0001g, Jbo Ml H AR A BR 34T Al);
Avanti JXN-30/26 &§:0oHL(I 502 /R A F]); HL-ZS Bk
LA A HRRIREE KB A D,

SCIG K MR
22 K/ &

22.1 HomfsE

Bt FEETE B, ORI LR L, WBRAERE, ©
b2 fes . HESk DL R TS, ik 2005 Tk, &
IKBR LT KGy, R ZRETIRE . RIGE%E. KEE
W, WIS BT B THPHERE Y, B 23 kg BESL,
230 L ZE18K, /KIRAME 85 °C, 12l 30 min F1lUE, FX
T RMATR X 88 5K B & 5 i [F S R A 1 RIS 3 —aK
VEW . W5 2 WIBWAIE, 70 °CHIEABIRAE 23 L, 153
BEF WA EHEM N 1 g, DOREBRIERZHAY
2.2.2  Ames R

AR 4 B E 25 R, {81 5.000., 1.000., 0.200.
0.040. 0.008 mg/IM. 5 L. 43 HIHUESL 2500, 500,
100, 20, 4 mg, AHIINZEMEAKZE 50 mL, #f5HEHHE R
50.0,10.0,2.0.,0.4.0.08 mg/mL. F£fh£8 0.103 MPa(121 °C)

K 20 min S, A5 BHPEXT HRZE . FE A i 550 % HR 21
FAAHENS B ZETHZ B3R PN 0.1 mL 5050 P ik
BV . 0.1 mL 50 FHAE S VAR 0.5 mL S-9 IR AW, 1A
JE AR 2R TR B, AR 3 AL 7E(37+1) °C
Bi g% 48 h, THECAEIN RIS B P& A 7R 4 AR BV B R
Sl VA G BE LA L I — A5 LA B, O R R 5 R
HHE R PEED IR M R A P AR 1 K
223 B BE L IOARAZ K IR

R 2 & HrE S, B 24 h #824E. % 50 FUMR
50 H, BEHLATEE S 41, R 10 H, MR BRI IR
IR REGFEA: 20.00 g/kg bw, HIHGFEEBR AR
50 mL, AIAREFK, £4TF 100 mL #1557, [F
PRAR /NG — O W A AR 2, DUAH ) A5 B i 4556 03571
2 5.00 g/kg bw, HESAECHIVEE S 1.00 mol/mL, FZIR4H
/=2 4153 0.50 mol/mL., 0.25 mol/mL, VEEILECILA,
NSRRI  FHPEXT B4 : 40 mg/kg bw AUPRBERRIBENE,
05 2Eh 2 BRI s 5 o AP BA AR AR 757, 20 mL/kg bw
FOTE A . IR —IRZHRE 6 h Z5 R A8/, Fii /N
U B BE AL, F/NVE SRR, WA . 2 R
52 . Giemsa Heft . JHBDIRA T ML Fr Ak
Pu A W 2 YL 21 40 B (polychromatic erythrocyte, PCE)FI1 AL
21 Y ifI % (normochromatic erythrocyte, NCE), 36 JnfE R
SEHUINE, WS PCE, FEiMst 1000 SHEE, TS % m
PCE (H, M AEGTAL R TH%T)., 4HE
B2 PCE 2 200, HAUNCE %L, 13451 PCE/NCE!Y,
224 b RAMFEH RS

DABB AL R AR /N BU(25 H)40 0 5 21, BRI 42 1
RE I, WEIEEATAE 25~35g A, St e
4, WHRIRLLN 20.00 g/kg bw, M ER, N1
JKZ 100 mL B2, [FREEZ O —F 5, 55
I FEENIRIS S 2 4 EN 10.00 g/kg bw il 5.00 g/kg bw,
TR T 50 mL, 25 mL ¥R4FHCHIEL, A 5h ik
FEA 1.00 mol/mL, f& 2 ZHE-EIED—HIH, dhimiA
0.50 mol/mL. 0.25 mol/mL, Frfit A, FHik, FHEXTIELL
FE R 40 mg/kg bw (1R ER I UG i T8 5 ) 24
2y, BAPEXTHE: DL 20 mL/kg bw i, #EE T, ZHSAT
RERRIAEFR—IR, BHK 5 do%5 30 d RORMEF LAk, Ab3E/hR,
Hupse, UL ST Ml O A BB R A
AN S e . W RS T8, AT#E T T8 1000 F
T, Ja & LVE 50 O MR T e
225 %itFEFE
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FRINT AL BT AR AL B PR F s — A AL, R, 45571 Fo LR GH, FRIAT AR ST, XTSCHE TA97 . TA9S,
TR NSRRI IRLLE—RE L . () TERlhiE-I ik TA100., TA102, fRRLERIMR AN, ARG EE .
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Table 1 Results of the first Ames test B AN/
Al TA97 TA98 TA100 TA102
HR R/ mg/I) P +SD 5 +SD P +SD P +SD
0.0080 153 14 32 2 157 10 248 12
0.0400 163 15 34 4 155 16 257 19
FE 4 +89 0.2000 141 11 36 5 150 12 247 13
1.0000 141 13 39 2 158 11 253 10
5.0000 151 14 35 1 158 17 262 9
0.0080 144 16 30 3 140 10 237 12
0.0400 146 11 28 4 151 16 249 16
RS -S9 0.2000 139 13 31 2 144 10 240 15
1.0000 136 16 34 3 148 15 245 14
5.0000 145 10 29 2 152 15 246 11
2-H I +S9 0.0100 1190 104 1207 85 640 63
1, 8- FR TR +S9 0.0500 801 61
[T —S9 0.0500 2227 133 720 75 834 47
=2 —-S9 0.0015 2043 139
K Ab P X BE A1 +S9 148 15 38 2 156 14 260 10
FAbF X R4 -S9 134 11 33 4 148 12 239 14
TN B2 +S9 158 12 34 2 164 16 253 13
TN B2 —-S9 145 10 29 5 150 17 242 12
T2 FR Ames NELER
Table 2 Results of the second Ames test B AN/
i — TA97 TA98 TA100 TA102
X +SD X +SD X +SD X +SD
0.0080 157 12 36 4 164 17 258 15
0.0400 161 11 36 2 161 13 253 12
FE A2 +S9 0.2000 155 14 41 3 159 14 246 9
1.0000 147 10 31 2 158 15 261 16
5.0000 157 13 34 4 162 16 255 13
0.0080 149 16 33 3 156 14 236 16
0.0400 151 10 31 2 152 10 244 11
FE T4 -S9 0.2000 141 12 33 4 139 9 239 13
1.0000 140 17 28 2 145 16 249 15
5.0000 138 10 30 4 157 13 243 13
2-% I +S9 0.0100 1213 119 1270 110 586 56
1, 8- " FR TR +S9 0.0500 762 69
e —S9 0.0500 2250 128 693 38 746 60
BRM —S9 0.0015 2170 115
FAbF X R4 +S9 158 16 40 4 157 14 263 10
FAL PN HE L -S9 141 11 35 3 139 9 254 15
TR B2 +S9 151 15 37 5 163 14 244 14
TSR B2 -89 140 12 32 3 152 16 239 9
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Table 3 Micronucleus test results of mouse bone marrow polychromatic erythrocytes

P 2l 1 3% /0, 23

B ket s P Piﬁﬁ} . e PR
x +SD PE I x +SD
0.00 5 5000 9 1.80 1.10 1000 1.41 0.05
5.00 5 5000 9 1.80 0.84 1.00 1000 1.36 0.13
T 10.00 5 5000 8 1.60 0.89 0.81 1000 1.38 0.19
20.00 5 5000 11 2.20 1.10 0.65 1000 1.42 0.15
0.04 g/kg bw(cp) 5 5000 131 26.20 4.21 <0.01 1000 1.16 0.10
0.00 5 5000 8 1.60 1.14 1000 1.36 0.03
5.00 5 5000 7 1.40 0.89 0.80 1000 1.42 0.12
M 10.00 5 5000 9 1.80 1.10 0.81 1000 1.37 0.13
20.00 5 5000 8 1.60 0.89 1.00 1000 1.49 0.08
0.04 g/kg bw(cp) 5 5000 132 26.40 3.36 <0.01 1000 1.23 0.10
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Table 4 Results of mouse sperm abnormality
KRR KIS THRIE R/ %
THRA EEERA BFRIERA WA BIEEA +SD P1fH

Fl/(gkgbw)  BIWIEUR WSS TUA

0.00 5 5000 25 34 29 0 88 1.76  0.59

5.00 5 5000 25 66 16 1 108 2.16 052  0.15

10.00 5 5000 40 38 20 0 98 1.96  0.33 0.46

20.00 5 5000 18 44 32 0 94 1.88 0.66  0.65
0.04g/kg bw (cp) 5 5000 116 136 58 2 312 6.24 1.22  <0.01
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th, T PCE BRI BE AN TR AE A, O , #A

2 5 (Po0.05), TERRERIGALh, A RE  SEXH

VP 52(P<0.01). oA 1500 BE Al 5 RN 6

ST BEH, L RS EER, WE
PCE/NCE {4 HEIIAF 1.36~1.49 FEEIHN, [FE, TTHE
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